
January27
ALG Minutes
Present:Bart Wendell,facilitator; PaulinaKnibbe,PeterBerry (BoS); SharonMcManus,
XuanKong (SC); HermanKabakoff,Mary Ann Ashton(FC); SteveLedoux,SteveMills
JohnMurrayandMarie Altieri (staff)
Audience:SteveBarrett, financedept.,Mike Gowing(BoS)RuthKohls, LWV; Clint
Seward,Bob Ingram,Dick Calandrella& CharlieKadlec,AVG.

7. Minuteman’scapitalproject---Dore
1. Minuteswereaccepted

2. FY 10 Town/School/Statebudgetrevenueupdate—SteveL, SteveM
SteveLedouxreportedthatthingsarequiet on theFY 10 front FY 11 wasdependenton
HouseI
SteveMills reportedthat thingswere similar for him. Theremaybe someSPEDsavings
& theGovernorsaidtherewill be no 9C cuts.

3. ReviewofALG Spreadsheet---Marie
Extra info: ALG spreadsheet

Marie: thespreadsheetsshowthe0% & 3% budgets.TheGovernor’snumbershavenot
beenadded,wehaveno cherrysheets.
Thereis acolumnfor FY09 actualson therevenueside—it showsasignificantdeficit-
negative$826k. Theincreaseuseofreservesby @$1M
For FY lithe Governor’snumberswould mean$2M betterwith apositiveposition
between$1.6 and$2.3M
Peteraskedaboutthechangesin November.
Marie saidthattheAB assessmentwasloweredso thetax bills couldbe sent.
JohnMurraynotedthat thetax (info atthebottom ofthesheet)wereestimatesthere
would notbenewvaluesuntil December—afternewgrowthnumbers
Herman:howmuchfreecashin FY 11 in 0%--morethan$1.9M wheredoesit come
from?
Steve:NESWC,freecash& E&D. Thequestionis whatdo we do with theGovernor’s
numbers---higherthananticipatedlocal aid but the Statestill hasa#2.5bdeficit—andthe
Legislaturehasto votehis local aid numbers.
MaryAnn: the FCagreedto do nothing& carryon asweareandchangetheassumptions
for FY12 & 13.
Paulina:the BoSdiscussedthe“goodNews” but it is not moneyin thebank—it’s
occurringis slim. Wevotedto appropriatethe0%budgetandnot increasethespending
plan.We maybemuchbetteroff butweneedto look atthebig pictureif thereis more
revenue---whatdoesthat do to themealstax option?—thesenseoftheBoS is to be
conservative.Thereis still the$3 18k holefrom COPs& debt.

****Bart: agreementthat thenumbers remain the sameOK? OK



4. ALG spreadsheetFY09budgetvs. actuals---Herman
TheFCaskedthatFY09 showthe actuals—ithasnot beendone.Therevenueshavebeen
changedbutnot the expenses.We areconcernedaboutthecost side---wenow havea
“hybrid” I knowthat this is how wehavealwaysdoneit & thatmoneywasheldback--

$826Kbut this is notwhat theFC askedfor---we wantedeverynumberchangedto the
actuals---althoughno votewastaken& therequestwasnot unanimous—I’m bringingit
up againto seewhatwecando—weneedsomesort of “Solomonaic”action.We wantto
seeactualexpenditures.

Bart: reactions?
Peterthenumbersareincludedin theturn backsto FC& E&D. TheTownMeeting
appropriationis theamountof moneythetaxpayersvotedto spend.
Xuan:we coulddo it throughfootnotes.
Peter:How doesthischangeaffectthebudget?
Herman:it doesn’tit is just informationto beusedfor analyses.

MaryAnn: theFC did not look atthis sheetlastnight. TheALG spreadsheetis aplanning
tool; if we look to theyearsin thepast,weareno longerplanning---revenuesoff the
recapsheet,expendituresfrom TM vote---andthenupdateexpenditureswith actuals—
Thatwill be making it a different kind of tool. Theactualexpendituresarecontainedin
detail in thebudgetbook.---TheALG servesthepurposefor planning.

John: TheFC is oneyearbehind: wegettheFY09 resultsin FY 1 0---froman information
point ofview therevenuesareimportantfor planning.Historically wehaverevisitedthe
dogmaofbudgetvs. actualsbut we do adynamicrevieweveryyear—thedynamic
approachis budgetto budget.Actualsto budgetis thewrongway.
Paulina:to shifty thisplanningtool will causeconfusion—Ido not think thereis a
compellingreasonto change.

Bart: thosein favor of the FY09 changes?There doesnot seemto be a ground swell
for change.

John: whenprinted,weneedto showthatthebudgetwasbalanced.
Herman:my point exactly—it’smisleadingto havethesehybridnumbers.

Bart: therearemanyyearsof discussionbehindtheevolutionofthis document.Thatdoes
notrule outchangesin thefuture—it now reflectsyearsof tweaking

****Are weagreedto add an * and note?----nodsfor yes

Mary Ann: theproblemis with theassumptionsfor theoutyearsFY 12 & 13 weneedto
dealwith thesenow.

Marie:FY ii a 10%decreasecarriedforwardand stateaid, flat.



Mary Ann: I think it is amismatchto hold stateaid flat andplanfor a 2.5-3%increasein
expenses.We areplanningtheworst for revenuesandthemostoptimistic for expenses.I
think we should bringFY 12 backto FY 09 level---maybestateaidwill recoverandwe
shouldhavelessthan3%budgetsin 12 & 13

Bail: sowe should change12 & 13?
Mary Ann: I proposeto bring thingsbackup to FY 10 for stateaid---samefor regional
revenues,leavelocal receiptswheretheyare—then2-2.5%budgets.Thatseemsmore

rea1istie~
Paulina:looking attheoutlying years---seemedto havereachedbottom---butit’s clearly
rhetoricfrom thestatehouseto restorerevenuesto cities& towns.
[Mary Ann} seemsreasonableon revenuesbutwe needto bevery conservativeboth
town & schools.
Boardsneedto discusssupportfor modifying revenues
Herman:thereis still thequestionofwhat to do with reserves---weareat abreakeven
point for FY 1 3—canwe fill it with increasesin reservesor revenues?
FY 13 will change---weneedinformation---databeforewecanchangetheassumptions—
thedatais not available.I’m still comfortablewith theassumptionsweput togethera
yearago.
Bail: Speakagainst?

Mary Ann: proposal:assumptionson reserveusFY 12 & 13 $21.m$900Kfrom
NESWC/$900Kfrom FC & $331 from E&D.
I think weneedto takebackto ourboards:changestateaid assumptionsto FY 10; don’t
changeassumptionson local receipts;budgetsof 2% increase;leavereserveuseasis.

Bail: agreement?
Sharon:I’d like to havethebudgetincreasesbetween2-2.5%
John:There’sno problemwith theproposal---wearelikely to seeabump in stateaid in
FY ii & lessin FY 12---it’s all politics. I thinkweshouldcarryan increasein stateaid
for FY 11.

****Bart: agreedthat everyonewould discussthe assumptionchangeswith their

various boards & report back on Feb 10.

5. Minutemanassessmentsovertheyears
Extra info: MM budget info

Mary Ann: I’m not surewhy wehadto do this. Acton’scostsarebasedon enrollment
and themiddleschoolMM programassessment.Currentnumbersseea 9%drop.
Dore: thebudgetis donewith a“do not exceednumber.”

6. Local Mealstax---Herman
Herman:theFC did an analysisandagreethattheDOR’s numbersfor thereceiptsfor a
local tax are accurate---$150K is areasonablenumber.



Peter:TheBoScontrolsthewarrant& it is a questionasto whetheror not weput it on
thewarrant.Wereceivedan email sayingthatwe should allow theTownMeetingto
decide.It’s apolitical decision---Isuspectthattherewill be a lot of debate.
Herman:theFCdiscussedit & thinksit shouldbe on thewarrant—wewill not supportit.

Paulina:We havebeentalking aboutthis for thepastsix months—rightnow it is on the
warrant.In light ofthe Governor’snewnumbers—shouldwe removeit?. My personal
senseis that it dependson thebudget—itis extremelycritical that weget input from the

~ schools
John: I’d like to addthatwe should makea moveto reduceourdependencyon state
aid—this is a local revenue

7. Minuteman
Extra info: MM project numbers & feasibility
Dore: thenumbersfor the renovationof thebuilding areway out of date.Closerstudy
ahsshownthatthefull costof $750Kahsdecreasedto $370K.MASBA aid is 40%.
Paulina:theBoS hada discussionasto whereMM fits into theschools’funding. We
wereunderthe impressionthattherewasapossibility that wecouldswitchregions.
Dore: I don’t think anyonesuggestedwe switch—ifyou look atthegeography& the
transportationcostsyou will seethatMM is theclosest.
Do any ofyouwantto meetwith MM administrationagain?
John:is thereaclausein thefeasibility studythatwill barthat firm from biddingon the
contract?
Dorewasnot sure
Mary Ann: at lastmeetingweagreedto addMM to theALG planandincludealine for
thefeasibility study in FY 11.

Tasks:Follow-up on FY 12 & 13 assumptions& plans

Public
Mr. Kadlec: I will not rehashthe FY 09 actuals---butthereis definitelyroom.Noneofthe
tax ratenumbersarecorrect.Onceyoupublishthis is thewarranttherewill be multiple
footnotes.
Did you postthismeetingsincethereis athird selectmenpresent?
Paulina:thenewOpenMeteringLaw allowssitting membersto attendinformational
meetingsandnotparticipate.

Adjourned8:35
Next Meeting
February10,2010

Ann Chang



Multi-Year Model

Revenues:
Tax Levy:

Base S
21/2% $
NewGrowth $
Debt Exci. $
Overlay $

Total Tax Levy (excl. current yr. OVE $
Cherry Sheet $
SBAB - Twin School $
Excise Taxes $
Fees $
lot. Income $
Regional Revenue $
Regional E&DActons share $
Free Cash $
NESWC for capital $
Tax Title
Additional Tax Title
Revenues before Overrides $
Revenue mci override excluding $

Debt Exclusion:
Debt on APS
Debt on JHS/SHS
Municipal Debt Incurred
Debt on Police station

Total Debt Exclusions

Budgets Excluding Debt:

Municipal Operating Budget
Transfer to Muni for APS Debt
Transfer to Muni for COPS
Total Municipal Allocation

APS Allocation $
Transfer from APS to Muni for Debt
Transfer from APS to Muni for COPS
APS Operating Budget
ABRSD Budget - Acton Share * $
MMAssumption $
Subtotal schools $

TOTAL
% increase

Subtotal NET POSITION

NET POS~ON
Reserves:
Free Cash
NESWC
E&D

TOTAL

Tax Impact:
Existing Valuation (‘OOOs)
NewGrowth value (‘OOOs)
Total Valuation (COOS)
Tax Rate

SFValue
SF Tax Bill
% Change
$ Change

DRAFT 1/27/2010. ~yQ%Budget Model ~
10% Cut State Aid and 0% budget Increase inl~11 3’~.Budget Increase In F’~

*All numbers are early projections and are subject to change

FY11 FY12 FY13FY08
Actuals

54,361 5
761 $
801 $

3,332 $
(605) $

58,650 $
6,183 $
1,086 $
2,870 $
1,056 $

712 $
4,825 $

286 $
1,594 j $

- $

FY09
Actuals

56,521
1,413
1,035
3,102

(846)
61,226 $

6,851 $
1,086 $
2,520 $

833 $
278 $

5,787 $
511 $
450 $
750 $

FY10
________ Town Meeting

T 58,969 $
$ 1,474 $
$ 600 $
$ 3,064 $
$ (850) $

63,258 $
6,641 $
1,009 $
2,730 $

833 $
400 $

5,817 $
355 $

1,142 $
455 $

$
$

77,262 $ 80,292 $ 82,640 $
72,844 $ 76,103 $ 78,567 $

$ 517 $ 527 $ 608 $
$ 1,778 $ 1,612 $ 1,516 $
$ 520 $ 454 S 439 $
$ 517 5 509 $ 501 $
$ 3,332 $ 3,102 $ 3,064 5

$ 22,325 $ 23,614
$ 128
$ 68
$ 23,810

23,310 $ 25,170
$ 128
$ 68
$ 24,974

25,811 $ 27,374
787 $ 771 $

49,908 $ 53,119 $

FY10
09/09/09

58,969 5
1,474 $

600 $
3,064 $

(565) $
63,543 $

6,270 $
1,009 $
2,520 $

835 $
275 $

5,733 $
355 $

1,142 $
455 $
200 $
160

82,497 $
78,424 $

608 $
1,516 $

439 $
501 $

3,064 $

FY10
11/16/09

58,969 $
1,474 $

600 $
3,064 $

(498) $
63,610 $

6,270 $
1,009 $
2,595; $

940 $
300 $

5,733 $
355$

1,142 $
455$
88

82,497 $
78,424 $

608 $
1,516 $

439 $
501 $

3,064 $

24,276 24,276 24,276

25,754 25,754 25,754

28,073
711

54,538
$
$

27,683
711

54,148
$
$

27,683
711

54,148
$
5

78,814
2.5%

(247)

$

$

78,424
1.9%

(0)

$

5

78,424
1.9%

(0)

5

$

$ (247) $ (0) $ (0) S

61,044 5
1,526 $

500 $
3,018 $

(600) $
65,488 $
5,643
1,009 $
2,520 $

835 $
275 $

5,160
300 $
800 $
808 $

63,070 5
1,577 $

500 $
3,018 $

(600) $
67,564 $
5,643
1,009 $
2,520 $

835 $
275 $

5,160 $
331 $
900 $
900 $

65,146
1,629

500
3,018
(600)

69,693
5,643
1,009
2,520

835
275

5,160
331
900
900

82,837 $ 85,137 $ 87,266
78,810 $ 81,110 $ 83,239

608 $ 608 $
1,500 $ 1,500 $

420 5 420 $
490 $ 490 $

3,018 $ 3,018 $

24,276 25,004
309 309

70 70
24,655 25,383

26,133
309

70
25,754
28,073

646 $
54,473 $

79,128 $
0.4%

(318) $

26,917
309

70
26,538
28,915

665 $
56,119 $

81,123 $
2.5%
(13) $

608
1,500

420
490

3,018

25,754
309
70

28,133

27,724
309

70
27,345
29,783

685
57,813

83,568
3.0%

(329)

$ 72,233 $ 76,929 $
6.5%

$ 611 $ (826) $

(318) $ (13) $ (329)

$ 1,900 $ 2,455 $ 737 $ 2,334 $ 2,334 $ 1,784 $ 1,134 $ 484
$ 4,886 $ 4,469 $ 4,014 $ 4,014 $ 4,014 $ 3,206 $ 2,306 $ 1,406
$ 1,100 $ 971 $ 766 $ 1,183 $ 1,183 $ 1,033 $ 852 $ 671

$ 7,886 $ 7,895 $ 5,518 $ 7,531 $ 7,531 $ 6,023 $ 4,292 $ 2,561

$ 3,851,376 $

$ 3,851,376 $
$ 15.39 $

$ 523,109 $
$ 8,051 $

1.29%
$ 123 $

3,751,255 $
$

3,751,255 $
16.53 $

507,466 $
8,388 $
4.19%

337 $

3,751,255
36,298

3,787,553
16.93

507,466 $
8,589 $
2.39%

201 $

$ 3,751,255
$ 36,298
$ 3,787,553
$ 16.93

507,466 $
8,589 $
2.39%

201 $

$ 3,787,553 $
$ 35,449 $
$ 3,823,001 $
$ 16.77 $

507,466 $
8,510 $
1.45%

(80) $

3,787,553
29,541

3,817,093
17.31

507,466 $
8,786 $
2.29%

197 $

$ 3,817,093
$ 28,879
$ 3,845,972
$ 17.72

507,466 $
8,994 $
2.37%

208 $

$3,845,972
$ 28,211
$3,874,183
$ 18.14

507,466
9,207
2.37%

213

The FY’09 Tumbacks are $600K from the Municipal Budget; $400K APS budget; and $525K from the Regional Budget (Acton Share = $414)
The AB Regional Budget was decreased by $494K ($390 Acton Dollars) on 10/1/09 to balance FY’10 Revenues.
The FY‘11 0%Budget increase is 0%more than the Original Town Meeting approved budgets

1/26/2010



Revisedfor typos. Page 1 of2

Christine Jàyce

From: Paulina Knibbe Ep.knibbe@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 9:05 PM
To: Manager Department
Subject: {Fwd: Revised for typos.]

Pleaseusethis versioninsteadoftheoneI sentearlier. Thank-you.(It hasbeencorrectedfor typos).

Paulina

Hello Friends

I havebeen thinking about the very sharp reversal of theCh 70 moneyprojectionand quite frankly, the
validity ofthat projection. As such,I hadan ideaabouthowto handleboth theincreasedfunding
potential andthevolatility. I call it the“Waterfall Proposal”

I think that no onebelievesthattheGovernor’sbudgetwill be thefinal one, sothisWaterfall proposal
dealswith whateverscenariocomesup, by prioritizing thewaterfallof cash. Thus,weeliminatethe
debateaboutwho hasthebestcrystalball, but ratherallocatesthefundsbasedon ourown priorities.

I ran this byJonathonChinitz, PaulinaKnibbe, HermanandMaryannoverthe lastcoupleof daysand
theyall said,in general,that theylike theidea.

Hermangavemepermissionto sendthis off to therestof theFinComandthat he will put it on the
agendafor discussion.Pleaselet me know if you haveanyclarifying thoughtsorquestions(obviously
without cc’ing therestof thecommitteedueto OML stuff) andI would bepleasedto give my best
thoughts.

Thanks,

Bill

The Waterfall Proposal for FY 2011.

TheWaterfall Proposalis quitesimple and, it sort of tiesinto why I wasstrugglingsomuch lastfall with
the FinComPOV. Remember,when I askedabout2 or 3 times whetherweshould “scenarioize”the
POV? I couldn’tput my fingeron it atthat time, but thefact setright now is what I wasgettingat.

Any way, hereis theWaterfallProposal.

1. Our budgetcalledfor a 10%reduction(roughly$1.2mm)in Ch 70 money.

2/3/2010



Revisedfor typos. Page2 of 2

2~ TheGovernor’sbudgetcalls for holdingeducationfundingeven,statewide. For us, this resultsin
an increaseof$lmm ora $2.2mmswing.

3. Whetheror not theGovernor’sbudgetendsup beingapprovedorchangedandwhetheror not
theCh 70 moneyincreases,thefollowing “waterfall” will be theprotocol for theallocationof those
funds:

a) The first $300 -i-/- offunds, roughly equivalentto the incorrectplacementof APS debtservice. (In
otherwords,theSC’s budgetwill go up by this amount,with a line item breakouton theALG
spreadsheet,for fy2Oll only).

b) Thenext incrementalamountof approximately$700k, up to $1.Omwill beallocatedaccordingto
thesplit

c) The next incrementalamountof approximately$500k, up to $1.5mwill usedto lowerthetax
rate.

d) The next incrementalamountof approximately$400k, up to $1.9mwill beallocatedaccordingto
thesplit

e) Any additionalincrementalamountwill beusedto reducetheamountof reservesused.

Bill Mullin

William C. Mullin
Partnerand Chief OperatingOfficer
ThorndikeDevelopmentCorporation
7 BarkerLane, Norton,MA 02766
P: 508-285-9814
F: 508-285-9844
E: william.muIIin@thorndikedevelopment.com

Please check out our new video “Red Mill Village: It’s a Wonderful Life” at
http;//www.thcndilwcevelopmentcorn/recmill/our_cornmunity.php

2/3/2010



Municipal Operating Budget
Transfer to Muni for APS Debt
Transfer to Muni for COPS
Total Municipal Allocation

APS Allocation $
Transfer from APS to Muni for Debt
Transfer from APS to Muni for COPS
APS Operating Budget
ABRSDBudget - Acton Share * $
MM Assumption $
Subtotal schools $

$ 22,325 $ 23,614
$ 128
$ 68
$ 23,810

23,310 $ 25,170
$ 128
$ 68
$ 24,974

25,811 $ 27,374
787 $ 771 $

49,908 $ 53,119 $

The FY ‘09 Tumbacks are $600K from the Municipal Budget; $400K APS budget; and $525K from the Regional Budget (Acton Share = $414)

The AB Regional Budget was decreased by $494K ($390 Acton Dollars) on 10/1/09 to balance FY’10 Revenues.
The FY ‘11 3% Budget increase is 3% more than the Original Town Meeting approved budgets

DRAFT 1/26/2010, 3% Budget Increase; $2.7M~Def~Øft
10% Cut in State Aid in FY hand 3% budget Increases in FY 11 through FY 13

*AII numbers are early projections and are subject to change

FY09 FY10
Town Meeting

FY11 FY12 FY13~1I
$ -~- ----~- -- -~-~

FY08
Actuals

54,361 5
$ 761 $
$ 801 $
$ 3,332 $
$ (605) $
$ 58,650 $
$ 6,183 $
$ 1,086 $
$ 2,870$
$ 1,056 $
$ 712 $
$ 4,825 $
$ 286 $
$ 15941$
$ - $

Multi-Year Model

Revenues:
Tax Levy:

Base
2 1/2%
New Growth
Debt ExcI.
Overlay

Total Tax Levy (excl. current yr. OVE

Cherry Sheet
SBAB - Twin School
Excise Taxes
Fees
mt. Income
Regional Revenue
Regional E&DActon’s share
Free Cash
NESWC for capital
Tax Title
Additional Tax Title
Revenues before Overrides
Revenue mc! override excluding

Debt Exclusion:
Debt on APS
Debt on JHS/SHS
Municipal Debt Incurred
Debt on Police station

Total Debt Exclusions

Budgets Excluding Debt:

FY10
_______ 09/09/09

56,b~1 5 58,~69 5 5
1,413 $ 1,474 $ 1,474 $
1,035 $ 600 $ 600 $
3,102 $ 3,064 $ 3,064 $
(846) $ (850) $ (565) $

61,226 $ 63,258 $ 63,543 $
6,851 $ 6,641 $ 6,270 $
1,086 $ 1,009 $ 1,009 $
2,520 $ 2,730 $ 2,520 $

833 $ 833 $ 835 $
278 $ 400 $ 275 $

5,787 $ 5,817 $ 5,733 $
511 $ 355 $ 355 $
450 $ 1,142 $ 1,142 $
750 $ 455 $ 455 $

$ 200 $
$ 160

$ 77,262 $ 80,292 $ 82,640 $ 82,497 $
$ 72,844 $ 76,103 $ 78,567 $ 78,424 $

61,044 5
1,526 $

500 $
3,018 $

(600) $
65,488 $
5,643
1,009 $
2,520 $

835 $
275 $

5,160
300 $
800 $
808 $

63,070 5
1,577 $

500 $
3,018 $

(600) $
67,564 $

5,643
1,009 $
2,520 $

835 $
275 $

5,160 $
331 $
900 $
900 $

65,146
1,629

500
3,018

(600)
69,693
5,643
1,009
2,520

835
275

5,160
331
900
900

FY10
11/16/09

58,969 5
1,474 $

600 $
3,064 $
(498) $

63,610 $
6,270 $
1,009 $
2,595 $

940 $
300 $

5,733 $
355 $

1,142 $
455 $

88

82,497 $
78,424 $

608 $
1,516 $

439 $
501 $

3,064 $

$ 517 $
$ 1,778 $
$ 520 $
$ 517 $
$ 3,332 $

527
1,612

454
509

3,102

$
$
$
$
$

82,837 $ 85,137 $ 87,266
78,810 $ 81,110 $ 83,239

608 $
1,516 $

439 $
501 $

3,064 $

608 $
1,516 $

439 $
501 $

3,064 $

24,276 24,276 24,276

25,754 25,754 25,754

608 $ 608 $ 608
1,500 $ 1,500 $ 1,500

420 $ 420 $ 420
490 $ 490 $ 490

3,018 $ 3,018 $ 3,018

25,004 25,754 26,527
309 309 309

70 70 70
25,383 26,133 26,906

26,906 27,713 28,544
309 309 309
70 70 70

26,527 27,334 28,165
28,915 29,783 30,676

732 $ 754 $ 777
56,174 $ 57,871 $ 59,618

81,557 $ 83,625 $ 86,145
3.5% 2.5% 3.0%

(2,747) $ (2,515) $ (2,906)

28,073
711

54,538
$
$

27,683
711

54,148
$
$

27,683
711

54,148
$
$

78,814
2.5%

(247)

$

$

78,424
1.9%

(0)

$

$

78,424
1.9%

(0)

$

$

$ (247) $ (0) $

TOTAL
% increase

Subtotal NET POSITION

NET POSITION
Reserves:
Free Cash
NESWC
E&D

TOTAL

Tax Impact:
Existing Valuation (000s)
New Growth value (‘OOOs)
Total Valuation (‘COOs)
Tax Rate

SF Value
SF Tax Bill
% Change
$ Change

$ 72,233 $ 76,929 $
6.5%

$ 611 $ (826) $

(0) $ (2,747) $ (2,515) $ (2,906)

$ 1,900 $ 2,455 $ 737 $ 2,334 $ 2,334 $ 1,784 $ 1,134 $ 484
$ 4,886 $ 4,469 $ 4,014 $ 4,014 $ 4,014 $ 3,206 $ 2,306 $ 1,406
$ 1,100 $ 971 $ 766 $ 1,183 $ 1,183 $ 1,033 $ 852 $ 671

$ 7,886 $ 7,895 $ 5,518 $ 7,531 $ 7,531 $ 6,023 $ 4,292 $ 2,561

$ 3,851,376 $ 3,751,255 $ 3,751,255 $ 3,751,255 $ 3,787,553
$ 36,298 $ 36,298 $ 35,449

$ 3,851,376 $ 3,751,255 $ 3,787,553 $ 3,787,553 $ 3,823,001
$ 15.39 $ 16.53 $ 16.93 $ 16.93 $ 16.77

$ 523,109 $
$ 8,051 $

1.29%
$ 123 $

$
$
$
$

507,466 $
8,388 $
4.19%

337 $

507,466 $
8,589 $
2.39%

201 $

507,466 $
8,589 $
2.39%

201 $

3,787,553
29,541

3,817,093
17.31

507,466 $
8,786 $
2.29%

197 $

507,466 $
8,510 $
1.45%

(80) $

$ 3,817,093
$ 28,879
$ 3,845,972
$ 17.72

507,466 $
8,994 $
2.37%

208 $

$3,845,972
$ 28,211
$3,874,183
$ 18.14

507,466
9,207
2.37%

213

1/26/2010


